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Henri Duong 
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October 23,2006 

Ref : Application no. 10/725^26 filing date: 12/01/2003 Art Unit no. 3683 

Title: Back driving automatic brake system & Automatic braking system for equipping in all 

vdixcles, airplaness ship$y etc. 

Attn: Mr. Ciiif Congo; Attorney 
Office of Petitions 

United St^ Portent & Traifcanark OflTice 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 
Fax #571.273-8300 

Dear Mr, Cliff Congo, 

In lepty to your letter of October 16, 2006, 1 am peftrring to "Advisory Action before th« filing of 
an Appeal Brief was mailed on Fehniary 14, 2006 (its copies enclosed) that s^licant must 
tmieiy ^lle(] one of tbe foiiowmg replies: 

1. an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places tiie application in condition for 
allowance, 

2. a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fise) in compliance with 37CR4131, or 

3 . A Reqiiert for Continued fix9 miniition (RCE) in complianc* with 37CR1 .114. 

"Affidavit belongs one of the documents that yom: office action required to be filed so ^Ucant 
filed with an **affidavif being timely sent on F^iniary 17, 2006. 

I refer to General Ihfonnation Concerning *Tatent RegulatLons" published by United States 
Patent & Trademark Office (see its c<^y) tiiat Time for Response and Abandonment; " If no 
reply is received within the time period, the applicatian is considered as abandoned and no 
longer pending*** In the case, the applicant made his reply timely on February 17, 2006 so it 
makes no reason why the application was consideml as abandoned, 

hi f^ly to your Notice of Abandonment of August 07, 2006. the applicant filed an amendment of 
AiiEiist 29, 2006 inching your ofRce on September 01 , 2006 that new subject matter was 
fcmovod in die doima 05 i^qucotod by tho oxamincnv vtiiiph ploeco tfio oppMootion in condition for 
allowance. 

Fimhermore, delaying apimval of die i>atmt aiiplicatifin will cause: 
will do to save them. 
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2. tll& llVVCntiiVI) CfiHiL&iVi.S ^v^n/l^nl^ wtiii iTi ivnx iru-Jitiliiiy, .y^^^T oXXIC'C csmploy^^ ShQUM 

f/iiplwt iLvuiAfolvaa iuwtutty u» iJiu iiivisilMifi uKiluut io avert ftom any uoexpecu^d UiiCRf; 
accidents. 

3. delaying to benefit in priority a merit progress for the United States among olber nations. 

4. delaying to benefit American itiMests on Job employment as executton of the inventioii will 
create immense jobs. 

5. ildayinu Lu bendit American intRmsTA nn i>!Vpnfrr hiii&im^9 Icssenios foreign debts of tha 
United States a$ marketing of Amfif Icail mnv cam wilh ajitnmntio hmlring ifrsvicso wiM do to 
augment for export. 

Since the invent<»<s) has made an invention eaniing important profits for a ccuntiy without 
rawanf, it in tmfmr for him tn nfrmyl any extra (kite) fee, «tc as ^ £Oft of |Mniilt>' on which the 
ltfihf6 ^pl>. Ou the oihci hoinl, iLs Utw» iiuik«; pivflis on Invemlon oc ilie later stagje py 
mllecHng fftxf^ cm inventive piioductfi fioxn production lina to any nuukot piaoes. 

The applicant liereby requests thai Unimd States Patent ^ irad^naik Uttice withdmw$ Uip 
holdhig of abandonment of die application for no fee. 



Respectfully, 




Henri Duong 



Enc: copies of AdviscMy Action before tlie filing of an Appeal Brief 

General Information Concerning **Tin?e for Response and Abandonment** 
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TJLDiQ UATt 



7590 

HENRI DUONG 

316 1/2 E, CLENDON WAY 

ALHAMBRA. CA 91801 



12A)!>2003 



nnST NAMED INVBNIUK 



Henri Duong 



I ATT(»NEY DOqCETKO. | CiOt^li^iRMATiON NO. ^ 
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EXAMINER 



SlCONOLFl. ROBERT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3683 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning &is application or proceeding. 
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THE REPLY FILED 23 Januagy 2008 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPUCATION IN OONDmON FOR ALLOWAWCE, 
1 . S] The reply was filed afbr a final ra|8Ciion, but ^rm to or on the same day as fUtng a iSloSiod Af^ieal. Ta avoid ^|jbaiKkmmen& of 
appIlcaQon, €:2^1icant must timely f!le one of the fdliovivbig replies: (1) en amenti^ent. ®S9klavit or o^er evtdenoe. vv^ite^ 
pfeoes 9te «s^(oa^ In oondifiion for atlo^nod; (2) a Notice of App^ (^;vith ^ippt^l H®©) in oomplknoe with 37 CFR 41 .31 ; or (3) 
a Requisst for Continued E^sminatcon (fiCE) in oompliance wstfi) 37 CFR 1 ,1 14. The irMy must be filed vvithin one of the foUowung 
time pedode: 

e) n The p^lod fbr tfeply ej^trad r ttftntha from Sta mailirte date of the final r^iectfort. 

b) S Thepeffodfiorfl^^ye^q^lfeeon: (1)thdmaB!ngdsitoof9iS8 Adv^^ In 
TO owfit. hcv>:8v&7. ih9 otsttuimy perM fer reply later than SIX M05»fi1^ fpwn tho maHlitg dato of «>o flna* poj^ctton. 
PffutiilmiF MrfifM- 1? hr» J Ik i;»inr*tz«rl, c«iMri!x raHhic Kns (»> cv <h} HMI V r»mfiC nm (h) Wt=4PM TMIP PIRAT RPPi V WAft Pll Pn WrmiM 
TWO MONTHS OF THE RNAL REJECTION. Sed DiAPEP 708.07(f). 
EkfasutstonooftimomsybooMdr^und^ Th9d»teenv^lchihep«fitiDnt6nd3r370FR1.^36b)and(ho89propr^ 
lidvsiJvaiim^UUieiMQ^n lwHA;»g»uf OgtCTtnlii^nj Uig ij^twlvf ^Aligi »(w i <aal w»TO|AHftg«M dnwuflrtuTlliy fau. TliUtii^pfuprldleeAtenatcai Cse 
under 37 CFR 1 .1 /{a) iis c^lculBtftd fiom: (1 ) the eupirai^ d^ta fhd shortmd eMitoiy period reply onginal^ eel in the final omo» aceon; or ^ ee 
edtf07^ln (b>above.lfchec!osd. Any res^recdlvad by tiieOSlto later tan thiee months after to ms^^ 

MQTiei e^ APPEAL 

2. 0 The NotGoa of Appeal was filled on . A bil€f 'm coms>!5sncd with 37 CFR 41.37 must fi!^ wftiiin tsvo monti>s of tite date of 

filing trte Notice of AppasJ (37 CFR 41 ^7(a)), or any eittendron theraof (37 CFR 41 .$7(e)), to a^okJ diemieeal of the appeal. Sines 

AMENDMEMTS 

3. ^ The proposed am^dment(s) filed afler a find rejection, but pHor to the date of filing a brief, will be entered because 

(q)SS Tli^jf iisJdQ t««UM UiQt vTvuSU itsqu^ii^ ruiUi@i wiiesiteaaUuii oiiiIAji oooiufli (soe NQVC U^iiWfw)* 

(b) Q Thoy tsude She issue of new matter (sq@ NOTE bekiv^; 

(c) Q TTray £ind not cfleetiiQd to ptece Uie «$fpl£(pAtiuii tii UuUen (ugiii fui upputd by oiunleihiiy vaMJuuflniy uo sliri|iliryliiy Uhj Issaumi fur 

appeal: and/or 

(d) Q Tftsy prasem aodraonai <aa^8 wnmut csanoeiiiig a oorresponmng number or finally rsgscsed daims. 

^90TE: Se» Conmuaifon Sh&^t (Sm 37 CFR 1.116 and 41>33(a)). 

4. □ I fw amendmeirtis sib in oompnanoe wim isi ChR 1.121 . Sdo aoaendo mtiod <a Non-c;ompiiam Ame^menc (h i ul^^). 

5. (1! Applicanfe reply has overoome the foltowino reiecBonfa^ 

Q Newly proposed or amended ctalm(e) vtfoutd be allowable If submitted In a separate, timaiy filed amendment c«inoeling ti^ 
non-allowsible ciaicn(s). 

7.0 For purposes otf appeal, ttie proposed amendment(8): a) □ win not be entered, or b) □ vt^l be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended deims would be rejected is provided beCow or appended. 

The etatue of the daim(d) b (or wlll be) as foltows: 

Claim(e) allowed: 

Claim(e) objected to: ^. 

Cla^s) rejeoted: ^. 

Cl3)im(s) withdrawn from oonstderatSon: 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVrPEMCg 



S.-Q The' af7k£§vit orottm^evrdorae filed afl&r a final action, but before or on the date of mr\g a Notieo of Appeal wall not be entered 
beoauee appircsnt failed to pravide a showing of good and sufnclem reasons wtiy the amdavit or ether evklenoe Is neoeaaary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e). 

fi. □ The afiidavEt or otiw evidence filed after tfie.date of flUng a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of fiUhg a brief, m\ tM be 
entered because the affidavit or other evidence Med to overoome all rejections under appeal Wd/or appellant fails to provW® a 
ehowing a good and eufllcient reasons why It Is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 .33(dK1 ). 

10. □ The affidavit or other evodence is entered. An explanation of the status of tt?e claims after entry is below or attechsd. 
REQUEST FOR RECOMfii QaBATION/OTHER 

11 . □ Tfie request ftor rsconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application tn condition for allowance because: 

12. 0 Note the atteched Information Otsctosure Stetement(8). (PTQ/SB/oa or PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 
13. □ Other . 
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TIME FOR REPLY AND 
ABANDONMENT 

The reply of an applicant to an action by the Office 
must be made within a prescribed time limit. The 
maximum period for reply is set at six months by the 
statute which also provides that the Director may 
shorten the time for reply to not less than 30 days. 
The usual period for reply to an Office action is three 
months. A shortened time for reply tnay be extended 
up to the maximum sax-m.onth period. An extension 
of time fee is normally required to be paid if the reply 
period is extended. The amount of the fee is 
dependent upon the length of the extension. 
Extensions of time are generally not available after 
nn npplicatinn hrtR ham allowed. Tf no reply iR 
received within the time period, the application is 
considered as abandoned and no longer pending. 
However, if it can be shown that, the failure to 
prosecute was unavoidable or unintentional, the 
application may be revived by the Director, The 
revival requires a petition to the Director, and a fee 
for the petition, which must be ftled without delay. 
The proper reply must also accompany the petition if 
it has not yet been filed. 

APPEAL TO THE BOARD 
OF PATENT APEi^EALS 
AND INTERFERENCES 
AND TO THE COURTS 

If the examiner persists in the rejection of any of the 
ulaluiik ill dii Application, or if the rejection has been 
made final, the applicant may appeal to the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences in the United States 
Patent and Trademark OtHce. The Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences consists of the Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and 
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, die Deputy Under Secretary of Commerce for 
Intellectual Property and Deputy Director of the 
USPTO, the Commissioner for Patents, and the 
administrative patent judges, but normally each 
appeal is heard by only three members. An appeal fee 
is requited and the applicant must file a brief to 
support his/her position. An oral hearing will be held 
if requested upon payment of the specified fee. 



General M<>rmaik^C^rtr^mnsi Patenis 

As an alternative to appeal, in situations where an. 
applicant desires consideration of different claims or 
further evidence, a request for continued examination 
(RCE) or continuation application is often filed. The 
RCH requires a fee and a submission (reply) that 
continues prosecution, on filing of the RCE. The 
continuation application is a new application which 
requires a filing fee and the applicant should include 
the claims and evidence for which further 
consideration is desired. If it is filed before 
expiration of the period for appe^tl and specific 
reference is made therein to the earlier application, 
applicant will be entitled to the earlier filing date for 
subject matter common to both applications. A 
continuation application may also be filed as a 
Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) by 
submlcdng a request and the appropilaie fee^ but only 

if tho oorlior nppliontioxk hno a ^l-inu dato "bofbro 

May 29, 2000. 

If the decision of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences is still adverse to the applicant^ an 
appeal may be taken to the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit or a civil action may be filed against 
the Director in the United Stales Distnct Court for the 
EHstiict of Columbia. The Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit will review the record made in the 
Office and may affirm or reveise the Office's action. 
In a civil action, the applicant may present testimony 
in the courts and the court will make a decision. . . 



INTERFERENCES 

Occasionally two or more applications are filed by 
difierent inventors claiming substantially the same 
patentable invention. The patent can only be granted 
to one of them, and a piweeding known as an 
"interference" is instituted by the Office to determine 
who is the first Inventor and entitled to the patent. 
About one percent of the applications filed become 
involved in an interference proceedjing. Interference 
proceedings may also be instituted between an 
application and a patent akeady issued, provided that 
the patent has not been issued^ nor the application 
been published, for more than one year prior to the 
filing of the conflicting application, and provided 
also that the conflicting application is not barred 
from being patentable for some other reason. 
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